ANDREA BEATTY RINIKER

Director

STATE OF WASHINGTON

WASTE AN y
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY  ASTE MANAGEMENT bz sicH
3601 West Washington e Yakima, Washington 98903-1164 e (509) 575-2800

January 22, 1987

Mr. Charles Rice, Chief - M/S 533
RCRA Compliance Section
Envirormental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue

Seattle, WA 98101

RE: Yakima Agricultural Research Laboratory Closure Plan

Dear Mr. Rice:

Enclosed please find the most recent copy of the Yakima Agricultural
Research Lab (YARL) Closure Plan. This plan was revised and resubmitted
by YARL in response to Denis Erickson's comments of December 24, 1986
(see attached memorandum) .

Thank vou for sending me a copy of the draft report prepared by the EPA
contractor, PRC, outlining their review of the closure plan. The copy
of the report I received is dated October 3, 1986. From what Andy Boyd
told me, preparation of this report was assigned to PRC by Jim Pankanin
following his RCRA inspection of the YARL facility in May, 1986.

I have just finished reading over the list of regulatory deficiencies
and camrents on the groundwater monitoring and soil sampling programs.
Several of these comments are valid while others do not apply to the
YARL facility. We will modify the plan to include those comments that
are appropriate.

In order to meet our Facility Management Plan (FMP) commitments, we need
to issue public notice of our intent to approve the closure plan, with
the modifications discussed above, by February 16, 1987. If we do not
receive your camments in time to incorporate them into the plan prior to
public notice, we will consider them as part of the 45-day public
cament period.

It is our understanding that Jim Pankanin is campleting the write-up for
his May 22, 1986 inspection of the YARL facility and will also be
coordinating the camments from RCRA and Superfund on the enclosed
closure plan.
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If you have any questions or camments, please do not hesitate to call me
at (509) 575-2490.

Sincerely,

Kimberly E. And%l
Environmental Qu

KEA:ch

Enclosures: YARL Closure Plan dated January 12, 1987
WDOE interoffice memorandum dated December 24, 1286

cc: Lori Cohen, EPA
(with enclosures)
Tim Nord, Ecology



MEMDEANDUM

Decerber 204,

TO: nderson

FROM: Denis Ericksonj}%/
Hydrogeologicst

SUEBJECT: FReview Commente c©n Ground Water Fortion of the
Closure Flan for the Yakima Agriculture Recearch Laboratory
WRD 1205132927

I heve reviewed the ground water portione of the ammended
closure plan for the Yalkima Agriculture Research Laborastory.
The cever letter {or the closwe plan i€ dated December 17,

1985, The plen was received by me for review December 11,
19846, fe & point of clarification thice ie the First time
that I have been able to review the plan. My previous input

wee limited +to a telephone conver=zation with Dom Reale in

which we discuzesi eome conceptual approaches to ground wa*ter
monitoing.

In generzal] the plan looke cocod. I have a few detailed
commentz thet <hould be addressed when the plan ie

implemernted. Theszs commente are licsted acs follows:

cetion of the upgradient well is too far away
greuping of downgradiznt wells to accurately
cdefine the ground water flow irection at the
drainfield. I{ pozsible the upgradient well ehould he
moved closer to the drainfield. I have not been to the

gite e 1 z2m nct familiar with the =2ccess limitsticnes.
ITde=11v  the well would be located uvupgreadiernt Ffrom  the
crzinftield & suwfficient d1=tance, ez 20 feet, =0 that
. would be wvnaffected by the regulated unit. This
l1loe better triangulaticn conditons

e {flow direction.

lern refere to uszing a commercial well driller
- 1 the monitoring wells. I squ:sc
fecilit, Ty te uwee & commercisl ell driller
renced with installing monitoring wells.
R 1 heve twn commentse on the proposed well

& h; mordtoring well design should b2 bazed on
c«ite gpaecific hydrogeonlogy obszerwved during the
crilling, T+ hydrogecleogic barriere are cobzerved
ntAn ci-11ling the: well ezls should

: inetel led to prevent
nztion of waler-bearing zones. My
j he ure of "clesr backfill! irn the
H thah gezelant material such ac
sture flec dependxng cn  the
t oof tha "vlean backfill"™ and
~~hearing conez the "clean
mzy not  sccurstely define
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vertical hyd-awrlic greadients.
b, Efolozy’'s preferred approach for inetalling

naltiplde  wel)l completions ‘we]l rneste) 1s te
inz=tall gazh w=2ll in & separate borehols, This

eliminates the poesibility c{ crosz-contamination
between the welle,

4. The plan states that the campling pump ie
"dedicsted”. This implies thst @ separate pump will be
stalled in each w211 during the duration of the

menitoring program. Yet, 1in cther partes of the plan,
the decentamination of the pump ie described. Ecology
prefers the use of dedicated pumps. If, howsver, the

pump is to be moved and decontaminated between wells,
one transfer blant should be obtained each <sampling

event.

S. It is not clear from the plan (page &) which
parameters are to receive quadruplicate tezte the Ffirst
zampling event. Rlec, <=ince pH and epecific conductance

are to be measzured in  the field using calibrated meters
I =uggest that quadruplicate teste be conducted on
thecse parametere on separate aliquots obtained during
the sampling. Thie will help to define the natural
variance of this parameters et little or no estra cost.

I think that one thing you chould emphacsize with the facility
ie thsat it ie & rare cccurrence thet & facility can install
an adequate ground water monitoring network in cne step.
After the first =zzampling event and water levele ars ocbtaine:
Ecclogy cshould review the date to enszuwre that the welle are
carreztly pleced .

Thentk vou for ir» cppertunctty to cemment on the plan and good
luck with your project.,
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